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Abstract: Characterizing the behaviour of the sea breeze phenomenon is the foremost factor in
the reduction in the heat stress and the achievement of the pleasant environment in coastal cities
globally. However, this seminal study shows that the Sea Breeze Front (SBF) development can
be related to an increase in outdoor thermal discomfort in a northeastern Brazilian city during
summer. We explored the relationship between SBF and thermal comfort conditions using in situ
meteorological observations, the SBF identification method, local climate zones (LCZs) classification,
and the Physiological Equivalent Temperature (PET) thermal comfort index. SBF days and Non-SBF
days were characterized in terms of weather conditions, combining meteorological data and technical
bulletins. SBF days included hot and sunny days associated with the centre of the Upper Tropospheric
Cyclonic Vortices (UTCV). In contrast, Non-SBF days were observed in UTCV’s periphery because of
cloudy sky and rainfall. The results showed that the mean temperature and PET in the SBF days
were 2.0 ◦C and 3.8 ◦C higher, respectively, compared to Non-SBF days in all LCZ sites. The highest
PET, of 40.0 ◦C, was found on SBF days. Our findings suggest that SBF development could be an
aggravating factor for increasing heat stress of the people living in the northeastern coast of the
Brazilian city, after SBF passage.
Keywords: see breeze front; outdoor thermal comfort; urban heat island; local climate zones
1. Introduction
“Let’s go live up northeast, Anarina. I’ll leave here my friends, my books, my possessions,
my shame. You’ll leave here your daughter, your grandmother, your husband, your lover. Here it’s very
hot. It’s also hot up northeast. But there, there’s breeze: We’ll live on breeze, Anarina” [1] (translated by
the authors). The many feelings and sensations illustrated in this poem by Manuel Bandeira offer us
a common assumption of the well-being linked with the improvement of human thermal comfort
conditions that the sea breeze can provide. Through a cooling air effect that drops temperature and
increases humidity, sea breeze reduces the heat stress and contributes to achieving the pleasant thermal
conditions in tropical coastal cities [2–4] However, a previous study suggested that the sea breeze
development would enhance heat stress in the state of Sergipe, northeastern Brazil, due to an increase
in mean air temperature and solar radiation [5]. The present study aims to evaluate the impact of sea
breeze on outdoor thermal conditions in a coastal city of northeastern Brazil.
Thermal comfort is a condition in which the mind expresses satisfaction with the thermal
environment [6]. It can be classified into three types, according to its environment [7]: Outdoor,
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semi-outdoor and indoor. The thermal sensation experienced by humans in outdoor urban space is
subjectively assessed through combined approaches, such as in situ microclimatic measurements or
questionnaire campaigns, in which a set of physical characteristics (e.g., sun and shade variations,
wind, humidity and temperature changes) and human aspects (e.g., activities and metabolic heat
production, previous experience and physical amenities) are measured in various environmental
conditions [8–10]. The quantification of human thermal comfort conditions has been evaluated
based on the bioclimatic/thermal indices, which combine both physical parameters and human
factors of the thermal environment [11–13]. Makaremi et al. [14] investigated the human thermal
conditions in Malaysia using Physiologically Equivalent Temperature (PET) and highlighted the
shaded outdoor spaces’ effects on heat stress levels. Frang et al. [15] analysed outdoor thermal
variations in Guangzhou, China, by applying PET and Universal Thermal Climate Index (ITCI) indices.
They demonstrated how these indices are sensitive to different factors (e.g., meteorological parameters,
clothing insulation and metabolic rate). Hirashima et al. [16] evaluated daytime thermal conditions in
Belo Horizonte, Brazil, by taking PET and reported people’s adaptation and preferred experiences
using a survey. A comprehensive catalogue of 162 thermal climate indices can be consulted in Freitas
and Grigorieva [11].
In tropical coastlines, thermal comfort conditions are mostly influenced by a combination of
high temperatures, low mean wind speed, and high humidity associated with high incidence of solar
radiation, which are controlled by a range of synoptic and mesoscale systems [5].
Sea breeze is a well-known circulation mesoscale system induced by thermal contrast between
land and sea that transfers the cool marine air inland [17,18]. The Sea Breeze Front (SBF) is one the
components of the sea breeze system and is associated with temperature drop and humidity rise,
in which the air is forced to ascend and condensate in low-level atmosphere, resulting in a line of clouds
parallel to the shoreline [18,19]. A SBF and its advance inland occurs after a convergence of factors,
such as intensity and direction of the synoptic-scale cross-shore flow, positive land-sea temperature
difference, Coriolis force by rotating associated wind components, surface friction, and interaction with
other weather systems [19]. Moreover, local aspects, such as the shape of the coastline with straight or
relative to curvature flow direction and the size and shape of landmass (e.g., flat terrain) that provides
low-friction pathways, also mediate the inland penetration of the SBF [20,21].
The inland advancement of the SBF alters the cloudless sky conditions, modifying the radiative
energy balance, and leads to changes in the amount of incoming solar radiation and wind patterns [22].
It also changes the amount of rainfall [23], and the transportation and dispersion of atmospheric
constituents [24–26].
SBF extends for a 200 km wideband along the coastal areas of the world, where almost half the
global population and most megacities are localized [27]. Urbanization and population growth have
led to higher surface and air temperatures than those in the surrounding rural areas, commonly named
Urban heat island (UHI). UHI affects human health and comfort [28], leading to reduced labour
productivity [29]. The multiple interactions between sea breeze and UHI have been reported from
various studies [22,23,30–36], which show that the cooling sea breeze effect reduces UHI intensity
and improves outdoor thermal comfort in the cities. Sasaki et al. [37] analysed the relationship
between SBF and temperature distribution in Japan using a combination of numerical simulations
and field campaigns, and highlighted the effective mitigation of the sea breeze on summer days.
Papanastasiou et al. [38] observed that the sea breeze lessened heatwave events in Athens, Greece,
getting a substantial reduction of 4.0 ◦C in temperature. Lopes et al. [39] demonstrated that most sites
influenced by sea breeze had higher comfort conditions in Madeira Island, Portugal, during average
days. Emmanuel and Johansson [2] reported that the absence of sea breeze contributes to an unpleasant
thermal environment during hot afternoons in Colombo, Sri Lanka.
However, studies on increased temperature and adverse thermal comfort related to SBF are
scarce. Zhou et al. [40] assessed the quantitative effect of sea breeze cooling in Adelaide, Australia.
They observed that the mean air temperature in the days without sea breezes is lower than that with
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sea breezes due to thermal contrast between land and sea. A previous study conducted by Anjos and
Lopes [5] in Sergipe State, Brazil, found that the SBF days are associated with an increase in the mean
of solar radiation (84 W m−2) and air temperature (1.0 ◦C) after SBF passage. Based on this evidence,
we hypothesize that SBF development is related to an increase in thermal discomfort in northeastern
Brazilian cities. The purpose of our study was to test this hypothesis by exploring the relationship
between SBF and outdoor thermal conditions in a mid-size city in northeastern Brazil. Thus, we aim to:
1. Apply a SBF day classification using an identification SBF method;
2. Pinpoint the weather conditions that favour the development of SBF;
3. Evaluate the outdoor thermal comfort conditions under SBF days and Non-SBF days using air
temperature and thermal comfort index data from an urban meteorological network and Local
Climate Zone classification.
This study offers an important additional scientific insight into the biometeorological and urban
climatology field studies, in the assessment of sea breeze under outdoor thermal conditions in a tropical
built environment. As far as we know, this is the first time that SBF is investigated as a meteorological
factor for urban thermal comfort in Brazil using this integrated methodology.
2. Methodology
2.1. Study Area
Aracaju is located in Sergipe, on the northeast coast of Brazil (10◦51′ and 11◦07′ S, 37◦02′
and 37◦09′ W) (Figure 1). The population is about 640,000 inhabitants and demographic density
3000 inhab./km2 [41]. The city has hot summers and cool winters. In summer (December–March),
the mean monthly temperature is 27.3 ◦C, insolation varies from 243 to 283.6 h of sunshine,
and accumulated rainfall from 28 to 87.6 mm; whilst in winter (April–July), the mean monthly
temperature is 25.4 ◦C, insolation goes 177.4 to 217.6 h of sunshine, and accumulated rainfall from
174.2 to 241.8 mm [42].Atmosphere 2020, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 4 of 19 
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Anjos et al.,[44] to evaluate the UHI intensity in Aracaju. We selected six sensors with built-in data 
loggers and housed in a shield (HOBO U23 Pro v2 Temperature/Relative Humidity, Onset®, EUA), 
that has an accuracy of ±0.21 °C in the range of 0 to +50.0 °C. All sensors were deployed on lampposts 
at 3.5 m above the ground. To ensure local scale representativeness of air temperature data, we 
adopted the Local Climate Zones (LCZs) classification, which consists of regions of uniform surface 
cover (pervious and impervious), structure (density and geometric aspects of the buildings), fabric 
(albedo, thermal admittance), and human activity that span hundreds of meters to several kilometers 
in the horizontal scale [45]. Several studies have investigated the influences of land use and cover on 
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can be consulted in Anjos and Lopes [43]. Six LCZs were selected as follows: LCZ 3—Compact low-
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presented in Figure 2 and Table 1. 
Figure 1. ical location of Aracaju city in Brazil and spatial d stribution of th mea ured
sites in the study ar a. T e dashed black lines represent the hourly is chrones of th SBF in Se gipe
(Hourly isochrone expressed in term of Coordinated Universal Time, UTC-3, three hours less than local
zone time). Additional inf rmation about these isochrones ca be consulted in Anjos and Lopes [5].
Since A acaju has a tropical position, 35.44 km of coastline and gentle plain up to 100 m above mean
sea level; it is exposed to a range of tropical and subtropical meteorological systems, such as Upper
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Tropospheric Cyclonic Vortices (UTCV), South Atlantic Subtropical Anticyclone (SASA), trade winds,
troughs in the middle troposphere, and Mesoscale Convective Complexes (MCC). These phenomena
largely influence the local climate and weather, as well as the inland penetration of the SBF [5].
2.2. Monitoring Air Temperature Data and Local Climate Zones
We used the hourly air temperature data from 1 December 2014 to 31 March 2015 (hereafter referenced
as summer 2015). Anjos and Lopes [5] previously reported the SBF development over the study
area in summer 2015 due to the intensity of the thermal gradient between continent and ocean.
Air temperature data were extracted from a field campaign conducted by Anjos and Lopes [43] and
Anjos et al. [44] to evaluate the UHI intensity in Aracaju. We selected six sensors with built-in
data loggers and housed in a shield (HOBO U23 Pro v2 Temperature/Relative Humidity, Onset®,
EUA), that has an accuracy of ±0.21 ◦C in the range of 0 to +50.0 ◦C. All sensors were deployed on
lampposts at 3.5 m above the ground. To ensure local scale representativeness of air temperature
data, we adopted the Local Climate Zones (LCZs) classification, which consists of regions of uniform
surface cover (pervious and impervious), structure (density and geometric aspects of the buildings),
fabric (albedo, thermal admittance), and human activity that span hundreds of meters to several
kilometers in the horizontal scale [45]. Several studies have investigated the influences of land
use and cover on the behavior of the UHI using LCZs classification [46–49]. The LCZs mapping
procedure of Aracaju can be consulted in Anjos and Lopes [43]. Six LCZs were selected as follows:
LCZ 3—Compact low-rise, LCZ 4—Open high-rise, LCZ A—Dense trees, LCZ 7—Lightweight low-rise,
LCZ 6—Open low-rise, LCZ 9—Sparsely built. The main physical proprieties of urban stations and
localization of LCZs are presented in Figure 2 and Table 1.Atmosphere 2020, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 19 
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Table 1. Site metadata for urban meteorological network and LCZs (adapted from Anjos and Lopes [43]).
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Table 1. Cont.
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2.3. Thermal Comfort Index
We quantified the thermal biometeorological conditions by using hourly mean Physiological
Equivalent Temperature (PET) data in the sampling period. PET expresses the air temperature at
which the energy balance of the human body for a typical indoor condition is balanced by the skin
temperature, core temperature and sweat rate as equal to the actual outdoor conditions [50]. The indoor
conditions are assumed to be the mean radiation temperature of the environment equaling the air
temperature, wind speed calm of 0.1 ms−1, and vapor pressure 12.0 hPa. The PET values indicate,
in equivalent degree Celsius, the thermal perception by the human body using skin temperature and
core temperature according to the Munich Energy Balance Model for Individuals (MEMI) [50].
To calculate the hourly PET values at each LCZ measurement site, we used the RayMan® software [51,52]
that has as inputs meteorological parameters and human factors. The former was the mean hourly
air temperature from a field campaign and the mean hourly global radiation, relative humidity,
and wind speed from the INMET station (MAWS301, Vaisala®, Helsinki, Finland) managed by the
Brazilian National Meteorological Weather Institute. To calculate PET, all meteorological parameters
should be measured at a human-biometeorologically significant height of 1.1 m above ground,
which is the average height of a standing person’s centre of gravity in Europe [53]. We adopted the
human-biometeorologically significant height of 1.73 m above the ground (v1.73) to represent the
average height of a Brazilian man [50]. Moreover, several PET field observations (e.g., [54]) have been
conducted under different heights in the air layer between the urban surface and the mean roof-height,
commonly referred to as the Urban Canopy Layer (UCL) [55]. All meteorological parameters of this
study were measured at the height of 2.0–3.5 m to evaluate the thermal variations into the UCL,
except the wind data measured at 10 m. In order to obtain wind data as representative of the UCL,
we thus calculated the mean hourly wind speed values to the Brazilian human-biometeorologically
significant height of 1.73 m (v1.73), following the equation [56]:
v1.73 = vh (1.73/h)α, α = 0.12z0 + 0.18, (1)
where vh is the wind speed (m s−1) at a height h of 10 m, α is the empirical exponent, and z0 is the
aerodynamic roughness length (m). We obtained an α of 0.21 by using a mean of 25 m of z0 retrofitted
from Anjos [57]. As a result of Equation 1, the mean diurnal cycles of the v1.73 showed a reduction of
1.0 m s−1 compared to wind speed measured at 10 m, the difference ranging from 0.6 m s−1 at 06:00 to
1.4 m s−1 at 15:00. We assume that the correction of wind speed data reflects the common flow patterns
across the different LCZs in the surveyed area.
The human factors were personal data (e.g., a 35-year-old man, weighing 75.0 kg and 1.73 m in
stature), clothing and activity (e.g., standing, internal heat production of 80 Watts, clothing that has a
heat transfer resistance of 0.5 clo).
2.4. Identification of SBF Days
The identification of SBF days was retrofired by Anjos and Lopes [5], who created a climatology
of the SBF based on in situ meteorological and satellite image data for the Sergipe region,
where the study area is localized. This SBF climatology includes the onset, cessation, duration,
strength, inland penetration, and classification of SBF and Non-SBF days in summer 2015. Here,
we sampled 121 days, with 67 being classified as SBF and 54 as Non-SBF.
Subsequently, the diurnal cycle of air temperature and PET values at each LCZ measurement site
were compared to SBF days and Non-SBF days. We adopted the PET classes proposed by Souza [58]
as thermal perception and physiological stress (Table 2). The ranges of PET values correspond to
the thermal experience of a specific individual group using questionnaires and meteorological field
campaigns in open urban spaces in Salvador, a coastal city of northeastern Brazil [58], which has
similar hot and humid conditions to the study area. Hence, the thermal perception of those PET classes
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in the Table 2 may diverge from other cities, considering different types of climate, weather settings,
urban morphologies and geographic locations [12,59].
Table 2. Ranges of PET values for different thermal perceptions and physiological stress on human
species (adapted from Souza [58]).
PET Thermal Perception Grade of Physiological Stress
<18.0 ◦C Cool Strong cool stress
18.0 ◦C a 26.0 ◦C Slightly cool Slight cool stress
26.0 ◦C a 29.0 ◦C Comfortable No thermal stress
29.0 ◦C a 34.0 ◦C Hot Moderate heat stress
>34.0 ◦C Very hot Strong heat stress
2.5. Characterization of Weather Conditions
The weather conditions of the SBF days and Non-SBF days were characterized using mean hourly
values of air temperature, relative humidity, atmospheric pressure, wind speed, and hourly cumulative
values of solar radiation and rainfall measured at the INMET station. The sky conditions data were
collected from the AER station (Figure 1) in the Meteorological Aviation Report (METAR) format,
which contains a set of meteorological variables and weather information [60]. Four types of sky
conditions were retrofired from METAR and defined as follows: clear sky (0 octas); partly cloudy
(from 1/8 to 4/8 octas); very cloudy (from 5/8 to 7/8 octas); overcast sky (8 octas).
Subsequently, we matched the SBF days and Non-SBF days with weather systems observed over the
study area in the sampled period. To identify the weather systems, we used the daily technical bulletin
produced by the Brazilian Center for Weather Forecasting and Climate Studies (CPETEC/ INPE) [61].
A technical bulletin consists of daily synoptic analysis based on satellite imageries from Geostationary
Operational Environmental Satellite (GOES) 16 with 10.3 µm infrared and enhanced true colour (RGB),
as well as charts of 250, 500, 850 hPa geopotential heights and surface-level pressure over South
America at 00:00 and at 16:00 UTC. The main weather systems were as follows:
1. Upper Tropospheric Cyclonic Vortices (UTCV) is the system that usually occurs more strongly
in the warmest months of the year, with an average lifetime varying from 4 to 11 days [62].
The movement location of the UTCV influences the cloudiness pattern in Northeastern Brazil [63].
2. Troughs are regions of relatively low pressure that regularly act along UTCV in Northeastern Brazil.
3. South Atlantic Subtropical Anticyclone (SASA) is a type of anticyclone, migratory or semi-permanent,
associated with subsidence, low-level divergence, and rotational wind. It has a center characterized
by a region of calm and more intense winds in their borders [64]. The SASA is often associated
with Southeast and Northeast trade winds in Northeastern Brazil.
4. Mesoscale Convective Complexes (MCCs) are the largest of the convective storms; their form is a
cumulonimbus cloud system that produces widespread precipitation in different regions of the
globe [65] and has been associated with thunderstorm events in Northeastern Brazil [66].
3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Weather Conditions of SBF Days and Non-SBF Days
The weather conditions of the SBF days and Non-SBF days are characterized by mean diurnal cycles
of six meteorological variables (Figure 3) and by the frequency of sky conditions and meteorological
systems (Table 3). The Atlantic Ocean’s east setting, and the regularity of trade winds throughout
the year, shape the inland-city penetration of SBF. Figure 3a shows that the mean wind direction
(around 100◦) and speed (maximum of 4.2 ms−1 at 13:00) were the same for SBF days and Non-SBF
days from morning (09:00) to evening (03:00). Thus, the SBF did not exhibit a significant shift in wind
direction and speed, suggesting that the SBF and trade winds acted together in the city. This same
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pattern was found by Anjos and Lopes [5] in Sergipe state in summer 2015. This unchanged wind
speed reveals that air temperature variations and the level of thermal sensation differences in Aracaju
are attributable mostly to changes in solar irradiance as a consequence of the SBF development.Atmosphere 2020, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 19 
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Table 3. Details of sky conditions and meteorological systems for SBF days and Non-SBF days.
Variables
SBF Days Non-SBF Days
Frequency Frequency
Sky conditions
Clear sky 8% 7%
Partly cloudy 89% 78%
Very cloudy 3% 15%






SBF days presented hotter and sunnier conditions associated with increased mean dose of solar
irradiance and air temperature, with a maximum difference of 60 MJ m2 and 1.0 ◦C at 13:00, respectively,
compared to Non-SBF days (Figure 3b). Under these circumstances, the relative humidity was up
to 10% lower during SBF days. SBF hot days are related to clear sky caused by advances of inland
cloudy line passage that implies more considerable penetration of direct shortwave radiation surface,
contributing positively to the higher air temperature.
Most SBF days featured partly cloudy (89%) and clear sky (8%) conditions linked with UTCV
(81%, 56 events), SASA (10%) and Troughs (9%), whereas Non-SBF days were from partly cloudy (78%)
to very cloudy (15%) with UTCV (41%), Troughs (13%) and MCCs (12%) (Table 3). Note that the SBF
development in hot and sunny days was observed on the UTCV’s centre, defined by clear sky due
to downward motion, whilst UTCV’s periphery made SBF formation difficult because of cloudy sky
and rainfall events caused by upward motion. Most total accumulated rainfall (Figure 3c) occurred in
the night and morning with a maximum of 25 mm at 04:00 on SBF days due to UTCV. These results
are consistent with those found by Gan and Kousky [63] and Lyra [66], who reported that UTCV and
MCCs produce rainfall and thunderstorm events in northeastern Brazil.
3.2. SBF and Local Climates
Figure 4 presents the diurnal patterns of the mean air temperature at six LCZs under SBF days
and Non-SBF days. The inter-site air temperature difference was slightly homogenized between
LCZ 3 (CC) and LCZ 4 (JAR), localized in the central area, with medium urban densities and the
LCZ 9 (ZEX), LCZ 7 (STM) and LCZ 6 (PJS) situated in the peripheric areas with low built-up and
impervious fractions. However, Figure 4 shows that the mean temperatures on SBF days were higher
than on Non-SBF days in all LCZs sites during the afternoon, suggesting clear evidence of SBF passage
effect on the increased mean temperature. This is attributed to changes in the nebulosity pattern caused
by inland penetration of SBF, which creates a clear sky region behind the head of the front and a cloudy
one ahead of it. These clear sky conditions facilitate the penetration of direct shortwave radiation onto
the urban and rural surfaces. This radiation is rapidly stored and reradiated as long-wave radiation
during the day. Zhou et al. [40] also found a larger mean temperature difference of ~2.5 ◦C at 14:00 for
sea breeze days in Adelaide, Australia, using field observation. It was attributed to a greater land-sea
temperature contrast during summer.
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The largest air temperature difference occurred in LCZ A (PUC), with a maximum of 2.0 ◦C
at 12:00 on SBF days (Figure 4a). A possible explanation for higher temperature at PUC is that the
sensor is situated on an open space in an urban park (SVF > 0.90), being more exposition to high solar
irradiance on SBF days, and surrounded by dense trees (73%) that reduce wind speeds and trammels
the transfer of heat away from the park.
The lowest difference during the SBF duration, of 0.5 ◦C, was observed near ocean in LCZ 6 (PJS),
where the water bodies and cooling air from natural ventilation are more efficient in lowering air
temperature (Figure 4e). This behaviour at PUC and PJS has been found by Anjos and Lopes [5] in
Aracaju during a hot seasonal afternoon. A descriptive statistic of air temperature on SBF days and
Non-SBF days per LCZ is illustrated in Table 4.




SBF Days Non-SBF Days
Mean Min Max ±SD 1 Mean Min Max ±SD
LCZ 3 (CC) 27.8 23.7 31.2 1.401 27.5 23.8 30.8 1.365
LCZ 4 (JAR) 27.9 23.4 31.6 1.472 27.6 23.6 31.4 1.417
LCZ 9 (ZEX) 27.6 23.2 31.0 1.580 27.3 23.2 30.9 1.530
LCZ 7 (STM) 27.7 23.5 32.4 1.788 27.4 23.1 31.6 1.686
LCZ 6 (PJS) 27.4 23.7 30.2 1.104 27.1 23.3 29.9 1.108
LCZ A (PUR) 26.9 22.0 32.4 2.235 26.4 22.6 32.0 1.983
1 Standard deviation.
3.3. SBF and Thermal Biometeorological Conditions
To demonstrate the evidence for a SBF effect on thermal comfort, the mean diurnal cycles of
PET and the relative frequency of PET classes at six LCZs, divided into SBF days and Non-SBF days,
are shown in Figures 5 and 6, respectively. The typical diurnal variation of thermal perception of
people by PET values was as follows: The slightly cool class starts at 17:00 and remains until 06:00;
after that, PET rises abruptly due to the increasing solar radiation and the heat stored in the ground,
and reaches the hot and very hot classes (PET > 29.0 ◦C) in afternoon. Note that PET values were higher
on SBF days than on Non-SBF days in all LCZs during the afternoon, with a large mean difference of
3.8 ◦C in LCZ A (PUC) at 13:00 (Figure 5a). The highest PET, of 40.0 ◦C, was observed in PUC at 14:00
on SBF days and it is close to the highest PET value (45.0 ◦C) found by Andrade et al. [67] at an urban
site in Salvador, Brazil.
We observed that, overall, PET class frequencies ranged from 62% for slightly cool to 1% for cool
on both SBF and Non-SBF days. During SBF days, the frequencies of the slightly cool and comfortable
classes were reduced (−3%) compared to Non-SBF days, whilst they increased for hot and very hot
classes (up to 7%) in all LCZs (Figure 6).
These results suggest that SBF development can potentialize heat stress of people in outdoor urban
spaces during daytime, after being exposed to higher solar radiation and temperatures. As shown
in Figure 3a, the permanence of the same wind speed regime on both SBF days and Non-SBF days
contributed to thermal discomfort conditions in the LCZ sites. Moreover, the high daytime PET values
depend on air temperature and the effects of multiple three-dimensional radiation fluxes from the
lower atmosphere on human body balance, represented by mean radiant temperature. Anjos [57]
previously reported mean radiant temperature influences on diurnal patterns of PET values in Aracaju,
with a maximum of 53.0 ◦C during summer afternoons. The mean radiant temperature influences on
variation of daytime PET values have been discussed by Abreu-Harbich et al. [68] in Campinas, Brazil,
and Ketterer and Matzarakis [69] in Stuttgart, Germany.
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4. Conclusions
The relationship between SBF and outdoor thermal comfort was investigated using the in situ
near-surface air temperature field, identification SBF method, LCZs classification, and PET. The most
important and innovative conclusion of this work is that SBF development had a negative impact on
outdoor thermal comfort. This differs from the common assumption, in science and common sense,
that the cooling sea breeze has a positive role in the reduction in air temperature. We observed that
mean temperature and PET values on SBF days were higher than on the Non-SBF days in all LCZ sites.
This suggests also that SBF devolvement can potentialize the UHI intensity. Other considerations must
be highlighted, such as the role of mesoscale phenomena in the configuration of SBF in Northeast
Brazil, such as UTCV.
This paper represents an important biometeorological contribution to the atmosphere studies in
tropical coastal cities in the Northeast of Brazil. In such cities, many human activities are mediated
and guided by the presence of the sea, such as by the effect of breezes, which can influence economic,
cultural and social well-being.
This study used air temperature data from six monitored LCZ sites in summer 2015. This same
methodology could be used, in conjunction with questionnaires and meteorological field campaigns,
to better understand the relationship between SBF and outdoor thermal comfort in different seasons.
Another avenue for future research would be to evaluate the impact of SBF development on different
age groups of the population pyramid, circumscribed by neighborhoods, for example. Such an
endeavor could help define which humans and even social groups are most vulnerable to thermal
stress and its possible consequences, and help inform government health policies. Finally, it is worth
asking what the pattern of SBF on thermal comfort in other cities on the Brazilian coast might be.
After all, Brazil is a country of continental dimensions with distinct coastal characteristics (e.g; due to
topography and/or atmospheric systems) running from north to south. Understanding the dynamics
of the sea breeze and its effect on outdoor thermal comfort is thus a major challenge in a country of the
size and heterogeneity of Brazil, but nonetheless an undertaking of worthy of the endeavor.
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